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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript contributes valuable insights to the scientific community, particularly in the field of agronomy, by addressing the significant challenge of weed management in sunflower cultivation. The study's findings on the impact of plant geometry and weed management strategies can inform agricultural practices, optimizing both productivity and profitability for sunflower growers. Furthermore, the research provides a robust comparison of various weed control methods, potentially offering sustainable solutions to improve crop yield and minimize resource loss in sunflower farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript but could be more concise. A suggested alternative could be: "Impact of Plant Geometry and Weed Management on Sunflower Productivity and Profitability".
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract provides a solid overview of the study, but it could benefit from further clarification on the statistical significance of the findings related to plant spacing and weed management strategies. Specifically, it would be useful to mention any key conclusions regarding economic viability more explicitly. Adding a brief mention of the study's implications for practical farming could strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The methodology, including the use of a factorial randomized block design, and the analysis of weed control efficiency and crop yield are well-structured. The results are discussed thoroughly, and the statistical methods are appropriate for the data presented. However, a deeper statistical analysis of the non-significant results could provide additional clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly appropriate and relevant, with a mix of recent studies (e.g., Mahapatra et al., 2024). However, to improve the manuscript, I suggest including more recent publications on weed management in sunflower or related crops, as well as studies addressing emerging challenges in sustainable farming practices.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality is generally suitable
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	From the information provided, there do not appear to be any direct ethical issues raised in the manuscript.
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